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Crown and who therefore looked to it for instructions,
A bill excluding place-men, as they were called, was
passed in 1693 and vetoed by the King; passed again
in 1694, and rejected by the House of Lords; finally
passed in 1705, and repealed three years later. Never-
theless 1705 is one of the most important dates in
English constitutional history, for the repeal of the
Act passed in that year was accomplished by a charac-
teristic Englis|i compromise. It was provided that
offices of profit under the Crown created subse-
quently to 1705 should be incompatible with mem*
bership of the House of Commons and that the
holders of offices created before that year should va-
cate their scats but should be eligible for re-election.
It was intended by these means to prevent the Crown
from debauching the House of Commons through the
multiplication of place-men. The date-line drawn
was arbitrary; the real test clearly ought to be the
character of the office and not the time of its creation;
and in 1741 another Act excluded from the House of
Commons the holders of a number of offices \\ hich
had existed prior to 1705. By the time of George Ill's
accessi6n, however, the eligibility of most office*
holders for re-election had transferred the threat to
the independence of the House of Commons f rum the
appointments themselves to the constituencies for
which their holders sat. In 1782 Rockinghim dis-
franchised the revenue officers who numbered 11,500,
and by so doing is said to have deprived the Crown
of the control of seventy parliamentary seats. In the
nineteenth and twentieth centuries successive